
 

 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN TEAM 
Parish Council Office 
New Green Centre 
Thurston  IP31 3TG 
Tel: 01359 232854 
e-mail: thurstonnpsg@hotmail.com 

 
 

Minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting held on Friday 13th October 2017 which 
commenced at 2.00pm in the Parish Council Office at New Green Centre 

 

Members present: G Dixon, R Fawcett, A Horton, A Reeve, J Rood, J Masters, B Morris, A O’Connell, A 
Reeve, D Wood, V Waples (Secretary) and representatives from Pigeon Investment Management Ltd 
and Hopkins Homes. 
 

A statement was read out indicating that members of the Steering Group, members of the public and 
press may record/film/photograph or broadcast this meeting when the public and press are not 
lawfully excluded. Any member of the public who attends this meeting and objects to being filmed 
was advised to contact the Clerk to the Council who will instruct that they are not included within the 
filming. 
 

1. To receive apologies of absence – apologies of absence were received from G Bush 
 

2. To confirm acceptance of the minutes of 15th September 2017 – the minutes were 
confirmed as being acceptable subject to changes to those present and noting that both 
AR and BM were to provide photos for the NP document, aif. 
 

3. To receive briefing notes on the following: 
a) Meeting with MSDC Strategic Planners and Thurston NP Group  on the emerging Joint Local 

Plan for MSDC and BDC on 29th September 2017 – see Paper A – the meeting received and 
accepted the notes taken at this meeting. 

b) Meeting held on 13th October 2017 to discuss representations to be made to the Inspector 
at the Hearing scheduled for 17th October 2017 for planning application reference 5010/16 
– to receive a verbal report only – the meeting was advised that the joint meeting had been 
held that morning with the Parish Council to discuss the thrust of the Parish Council’s 
argument that make up its representation at the Hearing. The meeting noted that this 
would be worked on over the weekend by the Clerk to the Parish Council (and Secretary to 
the NP); the Chairman of the Parish Council and the Co-Chairmen of the Neighbourhood 
Plan Steering Group. 

 

4. To receive an update on the request for funds as submitted to the Locality Fund – funds 
that made up the bid totalling £7995 had now been received by the Parish Council and 
would be used in the first instance on the printing of the Character Assessment and 
relevant advertising and background paperwork and time spent by Navigus Planning in 
producing the draft NP. 

 

5. To receive an update on the work carried out for the production of the Draft Thurston 
NP Plan: spoke to both Chris Bowden (CB) of Navigus Planning and Rachel Hogger (RH), 
Critical Friend for Thurston NP  – it was noted that RH was very happy to receive 
documents and review them if she had the time and CB would be  looking to review 
information received from the Steering Group at the end of November and to get a draft 
out by end of December. It was noted that CB had sent a draft skeleton of work needed 



 

 

to be done to provide enough information to write the plan; RF had then collated this 
and produced the ‘Work to do’ sheets that had been circulated with the agenda and 
minutes. RF and GD had had a very positive meeting with CB and both felt that all 
understood that the PC wants to get this done in good order and that it is “do-able” 
from where the NPSG is now. CB emphasised that there is no need for the NPSG to work 
out which policy links in where as he will produce the detailed policies and draw them 
out from information collected. The meeting agreed that the Neighbourhood Plan (NP) 
has a dual purpose – it is there for informing the residents of the village and yet should 
also be there as part of the planning suite of documents vis-à-vis professional 
developers. 
a) To consider and approve the design and format of NP – proposal by GD to follow a 

layout similar to that of East Bergholt – simple, clear, well presented and logical. 
Each section was clear about what the aims and objectives were for each topic – 
need to ensure clear photos and maps. Clear pictorial evidence was needed and it 
was noted that CB of Navigus Planning will format the plan as opposed to the NPSG. 
Agreement was forthcoming that the group would review the East Bergholt NP over 
the weekend and indicate whether this was their preferred layout on the following 
Monday. 

b) To consider and review the timeline of task to be carried out which will cover in part 
the following: 

• Review existing vision and objectives – see paper B – Vision is succinct. 
Objectives are to be reviewed by each group with comments to be submitted 
to the Secretary of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group by Wednesday 
18th October 2017 for onward submission to CB and RH. 

• Review challenges facing Thurston – see paper C – it was queried whether 
there might be duplication in the document with areas identified in the other 
sections of the NP. The meeting agreed that this would not detract from the 
document if there were no anomalies in those coming forward. Reasoning 
behind challenges was to explain why we have taken a slightly different 
course with the allocation of sites in reference to those coming forth for 
development. 

• Review existing spatial strategy – The Secretary of the TNP and Navigus 
Planning are writing this with reference to existing spatial strategy and the 
emerging local plan. 

• Review community infrastructure – e.g. built leisure facilities – JR and AH 
have been contacting 28 community leisure providers – deadline 21st October 
was given and work was on track to provide information by this date. 

• Review character & environment provision – BM confirmed that her section 
on landscape and environment was in the process of being written and that 
the boundaries of Thurston have been walked and photos taken. Character 
Assessment – a draft copy was circulated to all which was confirmed as 
having been sent to the printers for delivery week commencing 24th October 
2017. It will be deposited at a number of locations and will be uploaded onto 
the website when ready – a separate page will be inserted within the NP 
pages for the Character Assessment with a form asking 2 questions (1) Are 
the Character Assessments correct (yes/no); 2) if they are not correct what is 



 

 

wrong?) to be downloaded for completion. The meeting was made aware 
that there would be a Community Engagement Surgery on 4th November at 
which large scale maps would be made available to show important views 
that related to the Character Assessment and that there would be postcard 
drop advising all that the Character Assessment was available to view and 
where forms could be obtained to answer the 2 questions posed – 1) Are the 
Character Assessments correct (yes/no); 2) if they are not correct what is 
wrong? 

• Review movement facilities e.g. linked walkway / cycle route provision; linked 
highway routes & pinch points –  JM & DW had met with the Footpath 
Warden and the Network Development Manager East of Sustrans and had 
produced a document which was presented to the meeting. It was agreed 
that there was a need to pull out a number of objectives from the document 
but that did not detract from the fact that it was a well-researched document 
and read well with the pictures inserted. It was mentioned that consistency 
was needed with terminology covering footpath (public); pavements (made-
up) & walk-ways (those between houses).  

• Review housing mix e.g. care homes provision/ homes for an ageing 
population – GD confirmed that he has all the information needed but as of 
yet had not written the document and it was in the process of being done. 

Meeting agreed that this was the way forward and a deadline focused the group. The 
Secretary agreed to provide the licence number for those wishing to download 
Ordnance Survey maps. 
 

6. To receive any issues coming forward from the members of the Steering Group – 
Railway Station Building – historic buildings and those connected with the railway 
station as this was in the centre of the old part of the village should it have been 
included within the built environment? It was agreed that this would be reviewed once 
all responses to the Character Assessment had been collated. 

 

7. To receive any issue coming forward from the members of the public present – note 
that the plan can and should be aspirational as it could well have an impact on the 
village. 

 

8. To note the date and times of future meetings  
a) Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meeting with the Parish Council to discuss a 

submission to the Parish Council to form part of its response to the Joint Local: 27th 
October 2017 at 10.00 – 11.00am –  it had been recommended that the NPSG look 
at the following areas within the Local Plan if time was limited: 
housing type;  
quantum coming forth – although note that this number might be substantially 
altered by the government;  
spacial distribution – transport corridor (strategic road corridor); market towns 
versus rural area development or settlement hierarchy review (note settlements 
scored through facilities);  
correlation between infrastructure and growth – health, education, highways – 
should this be commensurate with development;  



 

 

sites that had been considered for allocation in the plan and the reasoning behind 
their inclusion. 

b) Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Meetings: 17th November; 8th December and 
19th December 2017 – all in the Parish Council Offices 

c) Neighbourhood Plan Working Group Meetings: attendance as required: 27th 
October; 10th November; 1st December 2017 

d) MSDC Referrals Committee Meeting to discuss the 6 significant planning 
applications facing Thurston on 1st November 2017 at MSDC Offices in Needham 
Market 

 

9. The meeting closed at 2.47pm. 


